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Boston, June 6, 1855. 


Dear Srr,— 
their 
At a meeting of the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company, held at 
nted 2 Com 


Amory, on the evening of their Anniversary, the undersigned were appoi A 
‘ an! 


mittee to tender to you the thanks of the Corps for your eloquent, inst 
highly acceptable Address to them on that day, and to request of you % oP. 


publication. And in presenting to you this request, permit us to add the expre 


yuctives 


y for 


ssion 


of our personal gratification to that of the Corps. 
* We are your obedient servants, 
GEORGE P. SANGER, «tree of the 
Committee 
EZRA FORRISTALL, | ay vind Honorable 
HORATIO N. CRANE, {| pany: 
SAMUEL B. FOSTER, J 


Ancient 
Artillery Com 


Rey. Grorcr D. Witves, 


Brookline, Mass. 


Brookline, June 1855. 


DANY? 
To tHe ComsirreE or tHe Axctenr AND Hosoranun Antictery Comr " 
01 
he hon 


GENTLEMEN,—The Discourse,—a copy of which you have done me tl 
No one 


to request for publication,—was prepared amid the pressure of other duties: 


can be more sensible of its defects than myself. I submit it however to the same be 
ion 0} 


tiality which attended its delivery, and with many thanks for your kind expressi 
satisfaction, 
I beg you to believe me, 
Very faithfully, your friend and servant, 
GEORGE D. WILDES- 


DISCOURSE. 


NEHEMIAH 4:18. 
FOR THE BUILDERS, EVERY ONE HAD HIS SWORD GIRDED BY HIS SIDE, AND SO BUILDED, 


I nave chosen these words of the prophet Nehemiah, 
as the basis of remark upon this anniversary of your 
Ancient and Honorable corps, because more than any 
other Scriptural passage, they seem to me, illustrative of 
the relations and duties of the citizen soldier. I say of 
the citizen soldier, for I cannot but think the distinction 
an essential one, to any just views of the military 
clement, as involved in our own social state. I am 
forced further to think, that the distinction is one very 
much overlooked in the discussion of the need of mili- 
tary institutions. Hence it happens, that the modern 
pseudo-reformer has felt at liberty to level his happily 
harmless shafts at every theory, contemplating force as 
an element in the body politic; and hence, too, that 
even the apologist for military institutions has felt it 
needful to flank his argument by an extended protest 
against the war spirit. I do not propose to adopt the 
latter plan on this occasion. However much the spirit 
of war is to be deprecated,—and none, more fully than 
myself, can think it inconsistent with the principles of 
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the Christian faith, and destructive to every moral and 
social interest,—yet I cannot forget that I am addressing 
a class of men in whose character the citizen is the 
qualification of the soldier, and the intelligence and 
virtue of the Christian citizen the surest voucher for the 
right and true performance of the soldier’s duty. Nor 
can I think an extended view of the evils of war essen- 
tial to an occasion like the present. The system of 
which your ancient corps is the honored representative 
has for so long a period been identified with an opposite 
condition of society, as to secure for itself the character 
of a valued instrumentality in the preservation of peace 
and good will. The years of its existence have afforded 
ample opportunity for the development of any tendencies 
opposed to the best interests of society; and its history, 
as identified with that of our own social progress, is a 
standing and forceful argument for its continuance and 
efficient support. If it be argued that in our national 
history other elements have modified the tendencies of 
the system, it must also be shown in what degree these 

same elements have been indebted to the system for their 

own efficacy, nay for their very existence. Were the 

social state as we could wish it, the sword would find 

no place among its instrumentalities. “Were it such as 

the reformer assumes it to be, we might seek in vain for 

an organization so utterly useless as that which you 

represent. With society as it is—abnormal, and em- 

bracing materials unsubdued to its purposes and unallied 

with the just conditions of its progress—We May well 

retort the epithet upon every theory which excludes the 

Sword from a clearly defined relation to the peace and 

happiness of mankind. 


5 


My text fwnishes me with a basis for one or two 
prominent topics of remark, more directly connected 
with the sources of the efficiency of military institutions 
in a popular government. It will be observed that it 
speaks of the sword neither in an abstract or a general 
sense; it is of the sword in relation to a work. “'The 
builders every one had his sword girded by his side, and 
so builded.” The work referred to, was that of re- 
constructing the walls of Jerusalem, which, since the 
period of the captivity, had been in ruins. Nehemiah 
petitions Artaxerxes, after the return from captivity, 
that liberty may be granted for this purpose. During 
the progress of this work, certain circumstances took 
place, calling for the course stated in the text. With 
the Jews, there had also returned the children of Moab 
and of Ammon, who had likewise been subject to the 
Persian rule. These persevering in their ancient 
enmity against the Jews, Nehemiah armed the builders, 
adopting a systematic plan of defence, and continuing 
its use, even beyond the completion of the walls. It is 
especially worthy of note, in this connection, that the 
builders were the defenders; themselves, like the 
prophet, revering the sepulchres of their ancestors, 
mindful of the past glories of the Holy City, and intent, 
like their leader, upon rendering it again, ‘“‘a name and 
a praise in the earth.” “The builders had every one 
his sword girded by his side, and so builded.” 

In this statement I find a hint for my first thought. 
The identity of the citizen with the soldier is a prime 
condition of the right exercise of a military system in a 
popular government. This identity, I may remark in the 
outset, finds its practical illustration in no organization 
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so fully as in that of the militia in the several States of 
our Union. Wherever any apparently similar system 
exists, it will upon investigation be found to involve 
characteristics opposed in greater or less degree to the 


condition named. In but one of the continental na- - 


tions—Switzerland—does the system shape itself to the 
material of a free citizenship. As there organized, it 
partakes of conditions too frequently at variance with 
the legitimate pursuits of the citizen. As found in 
other of the European States, its existence is practically 
null, because haying form only in enrollment, and then 
rendered useless by the presence of a disproportionate 
standing force. As exemplified in the English system, 
it partakes of a character of dependence upon the aris- 
tocratic classes, which deprives it of its least invidious 
features ; while at the same time its efficiency and pur- 
pose are rendered practically void, by the existence of a 
aEmerpUA and powerful regular army. In nearly all, 
too, if not in all these connections, it is a system con- 
templating a class as its material, and that a class least 
calculated to give it influence as an instrument of 
social order and peace. 

; There is, however, a more marked feature of these 
Institutions, as thus existing, upon which I desire to 
speak more at length. Perhaps I should rather say, 
that they sustain governmental relations, which, uniform- 
ly existing, must forever give force to the objections to 
any military organization. It may be regarded, I think, 
as an axiom, that the character of a government marks 
and controls that of its agencies. The stream no more 
Surely, rises only to the level of its source, than do the 
“pitt and forms of Executive instrumentalities to those 
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of the power in which they originate. A hoary 
absolutism, seeking to sustain and perpetuate an un- 
questioned dominion, either seeks its instruments in 
kindred elements, or else creates them by sedulously re- 
pressing every liberal impulse on the part of its subjects. 
Hence its executive, so far as it partakes of a military 
form, is a power outside and independent of the citizen, 
or else identified with him only so far as the idea of the 
citizen has been lost in that of the subject. The same 
yemark applies in a degree to the agencies attaching to 
constitutional monarchical forms. In so far as the 
elevation and perpetuity of an hereditary authority are 
elements in their policy, in just so far will a measure of 
the same qualities characterize their executive forces. 
In other words, in so far as a government is contracted 
and centralizing in its objects; in so far as it designs 
the elevation of the few and the subordination of the 
many; in so far as it limits the activities of the people 
to channels tending directly to its own support; in so 
far—to come back to the analogy of the text—as it ex- 
cludes “the builder” from a common interest in the 
work, and an equal participation in its recollections and 
associations, its duties, rights and honors, in the same 
measure does it tend to the creation of agencies for its 
support, jnimical to the best interests of society, and 
directly productive of the social evils whose history has 
peen written in blood throughout the ages. Had Ne- 
hemiah proposed to himself a kingly rule at Jerusalem, 
instead. of an object near to the hearts and stirring to 
the best energies of the souls of his brethren, then our 
text had never been written. The hosts of the Persian 
would have manned the walls against the Ammonite, 
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and the children of the prophets been bowed anew to 
the burthen and the toil. 

It is just here, I apprehend, that the honest advocate 
of peace mistakes the issue. While, as I before re- 
marked, the ultraist fails to discriminate as to the eyil 
he opposes, so the earnest opposer of the war spirit errs 
also in the.object of his attack. The true issue is not 
with the bayonet and sword themselves; it is rather 
with the policy which gives them power and legitimates 
their abuse. The same burning sarcasm which has 
played so impotently around the enginery of war, might 
have pierced, like the lightning, into the very vitals of 
a policy which clothes war with all its terrible energy. 
The same splendid rhetoric, which has so often depicted 
the fiery features of the battle-storm, and so often in. 
yested the mathematics of military and naval expendi. 
ture with a poetry not their own, might have roused g 
sentiment in the souls of crushed and abject millions 
that would have brought to the dust every semblance of 
the political forms by which the curse is perpetuated, 
The real issue, I repeat, is with the governmental policy 
which gives birth to, and creates the necessity for, the 
yast armaments of aristocratic power, rather than with 
the outward phases of the power itself. So long as this 
issue is unrecognized, argument, invective and ridicule, 
nerveless in the effort for a practical and 
The surges of an ocean may dash 
while by the right direc- 


all are alike 
permanent reform. 
impotently against the rock ; : 
tion of but the tiny spray, which is flung torn from the 
contact, the same craggy barricr might be swept inte 
the depths of the sea. 

T recur to the idea to which these remarks are ici- 
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dental. My text, affording Scriptural warrant for the 
existence of military organizations, seems also aptly 
illustrative of that which obtains under our own liberal 
institutions. The citizen soldier, as represented in the 
militia system of the several States, finds in “the 
builder” at Jerusalem the proximate type of his own 
character and relations. His relations are also to “a 
work.” Primarily he sustains that of a builder: inci- 
dentally he has “the sword girded by his side.” The 
work itself involves no inherent necessity for the sword ; 
the circumstances under which it is to be carried for- 
ward alone create that necessity. Arbitrary and aristo- 
cratic forms of government, involving the will and 
interest of individuals or classes, not only carry with 
them the sequence of an executive of force, but they 
also generate that spirit of violence which embodies 
itself in the sword. Liberal institutions, on the con- 
trary, contemplating no end but the highest individual 
and social happiness of the greatest number, carry with 
them a sequence of moral and educational forces, gene- 
rating only the spirit of a generous emulation in the 
work of their support and extension. The work with 
which the citizen soldier is identified under such institu- 
tions is in great measure a work upon his own character ; 
the institutions themselves are but the form with which 
the aggregate social character invests itself and its 
progress. As with the spiritual temple, composed of 
« lively stones,” resting upon “the chief corner-stone,” 
compacted and knit together by that which every joint 
supplieth,” so with the political fabric of a popular and 
free government ; its materials are the compacted intel- 
ligence and souls of free men, instinct with the energiz- 
2 
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ing life of free principles, and cheered by the heaven- 
born hope of their ultimate triumph over every form of 
oppression. Need I add, that the work is, with us, a 
work initiated by the prayers of God-fearing founders, 
and consecrated, through every step of its progress, by 
the counsel, the labors and the lives of God-honoring 
master builders. Need I add, that it is a work, beneath 
every stone of which, the cementing elements of a pure 
religious faith are hourly laid, in the sanctions and in- 
fluence of God’s word, and the preaching of His truth, 
Such a work is in a certain sense its own safeguard; at 
any rate, it pre-occupies the mind and heart of “the 
builder ” by motives and pursuits sustaining little 
affinity with those of aggression and war. 
I assert then, that in. the exigencies which must 
attach to the progress of this work in existing social] 
conditions, that system which renders the builder the 
protector also, is least liable to the objections drawn 
from the tendencies of military organizations. TI assert 
that in the contingencies implied in the apostolic pre- 
cept, it is the system least liable to abuse, and best 
calculated, both to mitigate the evils of war, and soonest 
secure the blessings of peace. “Tf it be possible, as 
much as licth in you, live peaccably with all men.” [ 
hold this precept equally applicable to governments and 
individuals. I know of no other mode of interpreting 
its foree; but 1 view the subjunctive clause in the same 
relation. ‘That the possibilities of national strife dimin- 
ish in the exact ratio of the hearty and lofty interest of 
the good citizen in the clevation of national character, 
no thoughtful man before me can. doubt for a moment. 
That in the range of those possibilities, the associations, 
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the aflinities and hopes -of the citizen secure the most 
discriminating and just exercise of the sword, is, as it 
seems to me, the corollary of the proposition. The as- 
sociations of the professional soldier, save as they are 
modified by a national policy like our own, are almost 
exclusively connected with the material and tactics of 
the profession. THis recollections attach mainly to its 
distinctions and past triumphs; his hopes, to its future 
opportunities of exercise, and its possible glories and re- 
wards. Indeed, it may be said of any pursuit which is 
exclusive in its nature, that its tendencies are to an 
isolated exercise of mind and heart in its own peculiar 
sphere. Professional life, in all its departments, bears 
howly witness to the fact ; and professional experience 
too frequently confesses to the struggle of the tastes 
and the affections with the overpowering compulsion of 
its demands. In the union of the citizen with the 
goldicr, however, this tendency mects with a principle of 
compensation, or rather of regulation. ‘The relations of 
home and society; the qualifications for citizenship 
which, under our institutions, are prior and fundamental 
to those of the soldicr ; the contact of the citizen with 
the busy and yet harmonizing and civilizing industrial 
forces of a great commercial nation; above all, the 
_elevating, and holy influences of a religion, which in 
some form has been distilling as the dew over all his 
pursuits and relationships,—all these are potent means 
jn repressing; perhaps I should say excluding, mere pro- 
fessional tendencies, and in placing the sword in its true 
position, of aweapon scabbarded and “ girded at the side,” 
rather than drawn and tempting to the strife. 
But with these views some of the most candid friends 
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of the peace theory are quite in agreement. They ac- 
cept the argument for a reliance upon the citizen, if oc- 
casion demands the exercise of force; they object to its 
inferences, so far as they favor any organization of this 
reliance in times of peace. The objection, as I am 
familiar with it, extends not only to the existence of a 
standing army, but also to that of the special institution 
of which your own venerable corps is the honored ex- 
ponent. My text would be warrant with such objectors 
in a time of war; its application to one of peace would 
be seriously questioned. The military aspects of a State, 
say they, are tempting to belligerent powers. An un. 
armed nation is least likely, according to their theory, 
to call forth invasion, or to present its occasion. If the 
objection is to the support of large standing armies, then 
it is met by what I have already said. I must however 
except from its operation our own limited Federal force, 
which cannot but be regarded as a needful nucleus of mi]. 
itary instruction and organization, and in thealmost anom. 
alous circumstances of our national character and po. 
sition, as the most effective national police. If the ob- 
jection is to that arm which is exemplified in the State 
organizations, then it is quite unsustained by the in- 
stances cited in its support, and philosophically unsound, 
‘The unarmed Swiss, indeed, defeated the disciplined 
troops of Austria and Burgundy; but who does not 
know that familiarity with the physical advantages of 
& mountainous country, added to an almost constant 
collision with some one of the great conflicting powers, 
of the period of the twelfth, thirteenth and fourteenth 
centuries, were the true secret of their victories. “ The 
Greeks, with no standing army, defeated the vast forces 
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of the Persians;’ but who that reads history aright, 
fails to know that the Greek, of the period from the 
sixth to the fourth century before Christ, was an apt 
type, in a military sense, of the drilled and disciplined 
citizen of our own country and time. “The citizen 
soldier of the United States defeated the trained troops 
of England, in the war of the Revolution ;” but who 
does not remember that it was the hardy provincial sol- 
dier of the old French war, familiar with the tactics and 
trained to the manual and evolutions of the English 
school, that moulded the young life of liberty, and gave 
direction and ultimate triumph to its energies in the 
stern battle for the right. History is barren of proofs 
in defence of a theory contemplating successful national 
resistance, excepting as dependent upon a systematic and 
thorough organization of its defensive means. The 
analogies suggested by every other sphere of human ac- 
tivities are plainly at variance with any such theory. 
Yefficiency is indeed, in any relation of life, the product 
of power; but a product only as moulded and con- 
strained by circumstances, and disciplined by concen- 
tration and right direction to a proper and effectual end. 


«: or the thunderbolt of organized strength can be hurled by the will of one, 
While the dissipated forces of many are harmless as the summer's lightning.”* 


My text suggests one final topic of remark. “'The 


builders had every one his sword girded by his side,” 
and, adds the text, “so builded.” That is, the sword, as 
and, 


¥ before remarked, was incidental to the work, rather 
than the work to the sword. I cannot but think that 
some current objections to the existence of a citizen 
soldiery, in time of peace, have found ground in a too 
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frequent forgetfulness of this principle. Not that the 
war spirit has been directly engendered by such a sys- 
tem ; the objection is rather to the abuse of the organi- 
zation to purposes calculated to render it ineffective to 
its design. I would by no means condemn the occasional 
parade, or the encampment. I believe that beside the 
necessity of the street march and the company drill to 
a thorough familiarity with the soldicr’s duty, the occa- 
sional exhibition, in the detail and the mass, of the 
powers with which government is invested, is 2 present 
social necessity. The duties. of the camp, and the ex. 
tensive evolutions of the regiment, the brigade and dj. 
vision, involved in the economy of the field, are abso. 
lutely essential to the purposes of a well ordercd military 
system. ‘These all, however, are but means, and not 
ends. ‘The character of the citizen in all these relations, 
should be as marked and influential as in those of do. 
mestic and social life, If that of the warm and carnest, 
Christian distinguishes at the present day, as it has in 
the past, many of the best soldiers in every rank, both 
in England and our own land, T know not why it should 
not in an equal degree characterize those, into whose 
hands the internal order and peace of Christian society 
is, if possible, more fully committed. Whenever, then, 
the relation of force to good government is in any de- 
gree forgotten ; whenever the drill, the uniform and the 
parade are suffered to degenerate into mere holiday 
pleasures; whenever good. morals and good manners 
cease to be regarded as uniform essentials in the char- 
acter of those who, in one sense, are the conservators of 
these; then it is not to be wondered if public confidence 
is withdrawn from an. otherwise valued instrument of 
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good. The rejection of views like these can only be 
characteristic of those of whom it may be said, as of 
some of old, that “ they delight in war.” 

Fardon the preacher if he enlarge upon this thought 
with something of the boldness which attaches to his 
office equally with your own. Pardon him, if some 
military antecedents lead him to the expression of opin- 
ions, in this place, seemingly not legitimate to the range 
of that office. He believes that character is as essential 
to the relation of the soldier as to any other in life. 

‘Le believes that while proper social pleasures should in 
this, as in every other walk, modify the harshness of 
duty, they should never be substituted for in a 
mingle too freely with its occasions. He be iev en 
the man who has not an intelligent sense of his respon- 
sibilities to society, and fails to recognize the supreme 
value of moral character to the proper exereise of any 
y unfit to cope with the exingencies 
which may demand that of the soldier. I read - the 
context, that Nehemiah said unto the people, “The 
work is great and large, and we are separated ie sa 
wall, one far from another; mm what place there ‘ore ye 
hear the sound of the trumpet, resort ye thither unto 
us.” The work is great and large with which the citizen 
of a free State is connected ; its social and industrial 
phases are widely diverse. It demands the highest 
exercise and influence of the morality and intelligence 
of its « builders.” Its contingencies should call together 
only those who know the worth of liberal institutions, 
and yealize their advantages by a constant employment 
of their best faculties in their support. it then these 
principles are without application to a citizen soldiery, 


duty, is in so fa 
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T have no argument in defence of the institution. Every 
other plea is subordinate to that which infers the 
efficiency of the soldier from the character of the man. 
Better present the defenceless breast to the invader or 
the seditious, than the strong and mailed arm, unallied 
with high and holy purpose. Better that the sword 
should rust in the scabbard, and the mail moulder upon 
the wall, and the right be once more entrusted to the 
martyr’s faithful trust, than that the sword should be 
girded for any triumph but that of Righteousness, as it 
moves in stateliness and honor to its divinely promised 
bridal with Peace. 

I trust, Mr. Commander and gentlemen, that these 
imperfect thoughts are not entirely inappropriate to the 
occasion of your Anniversary. They have had a main 
reference to a citizen soldiery, as a proper clement in a 
popular government, in nearest alliance with its genius, 
and least liable to the evils of military institutions. If 
the position taken be correct, as to the relations of such 
an element to the external policy of a free people, it has 
surely equal application to its internal economy. Your 
Ancient and Honorable Corps has survived the changes 
and chances of over two centuries. It has sent forth to 
the contest for the right, stalwart men, who have vindi- 
cated their intelligence and worth in the trying scenes of 
Colonial and Revolutionary history. It has even borne 
these same qualities upon its muster roll, in the persons 
and character of distinguished citizens of the State. 
These qualities, if I mistake not, should, at. the present 
time especially, be broadly marked features of the system 
which it represents. ~The battle thunders indced roll in 


the distance. The gleaming line and the rattling charge 
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tell where, on other shores, Death is rioting in its most 
awful mood. The same sunlight, which smiles at this 
hour upon the peace and happiness of a free people, has 
but seven hours since been shrouded by the smoke of 
an hundred batteries, as if the gladness of its presence 
were unmect for the fell revelations of the carnage. 


« Oh the dread mingling in that awful hour, 
Of all terrific sounds! The savage tone 
Of the wild horn, the cannon’s penly the shower 
OF hissing shot, the crash of walls 0 eeLbrona, 
The deep, dull tambour’s beat ; eee alone 

ard! Ye may not hear the er, 

aes oa sprayer, and shriek and groan 
‘All drowned, as that fieree hurricane sweeps by, bs 
But swells the unheeded sum earth pays for victory.” , 


- peaceful as are its present 
Our own land, however, Pe E 
present dangers. A reckless 


aspects, is not without ge 
spirit of aggression calls constantly for the firm policy 
of. An ever widening 


and arm of governmental restraint. seer ia 
stream of immigration heaves ™ upon society discordan 
5 . - - . . "I 
materials, which. it were unwise to regard as immediate 
ly adapted to our political or social state, because casting 
Fd loose from the thraldom of thrones and 
sceptres. The conflict of Federal with State policy. 
the easltiatenn of sectional interests ; the struggle of an 
outraged moral sense with the duty of submission to 
a ts; all these are peculiarities of the 
legislative enactments ; hese Ua Ee 
rama which clothe the duties of a citizen of our coun- 
saat J 
try, in any sphere, wit 


pecially is it true of 
are the representatives. ; , 
s presented, to occasions of duty, I leave to your 


j 203 + vat m 
own intelligence and judgment. Be it yours, gentlemen, 
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h the gravest responsibility. Es- 
that phase of duty of which you 
The application, however, of 


the view 
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to demonstrate the perfect compatibility of all that 
elevates and adorns the citizen, with all that constitutes 
the true defender of the State. Be it yours to illustrate 
the character of the Christian in every calling of life. 
Be it yours to cultivate a spirit of peace, even while you 
bear “the sword girded at the side.” Stand firm for 
social peace, even though the blood boil, and the arms 
be “at reverse,” in mourning for the impolicy and in- 
justice of laws which endanger that peace. Seek jn 

every duty to be faithful soldiers and servants of Him 

who ruleth among the armies of Heaven and the inhab. 

itants of the carth. Thus “shall the voice of the battle 

be forever distant.” Thus, : 


«Down the dark future, through long generations, 
The echoing sounds grow fainter, and then cease ; 
And like a bell, with solemn, sweet vibrations, 
T hear once more the voice of Christ say, § Peace !? 


‘Peace! and no longer from its brazen portals 
The blast of War's great organ shake the skies ! 
But beautiful, as songs of the immortals, 
The holy melodies of love arise.”” 
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HYMN 


y, BY N. GE E INT. 
EN FOR THE OCCASION OF THE ANNIVERSARY, BY HON. GEORGE LU: 


Oh, Lord of Hosts! when foes of Good 
In conflict with its champions stood, 
Through age on age, by Thee controlled, 
‘The stormy tide of battle rolled. 


Thy conquest broke the powers of ill, 
And bent the nations to thy will, 
When Victory, in immortal light, 
Unfurled her standard for the Right. 


At thy right hand, eternal Truth 
Stands, crowned and armed, in strength and youth ; 
And Freedom bides the battle shock, 


By Thee, her fortress and her rock. 


For this our sires in aNorent days, 
To Thee, their refuge, brought the praise 5 
And now descended noxor brings 


zi eae 
New tribute to the King of kings? 


OFFICERS FOR 1855. 


Carrats—Mas. MOSES G. COBB. 

Fist Lirvr.—Mas. BEN: PERLEY POORE. 
Seconp Lrevr.—Cor. E. F. TALL, 
Avsurant—Lievr. JOSIAH PORTER. 

Timsr Srrar—JOHN M. DUNN, Esa. 

Srconp Serar.—JOSIAH I’. KENNISON, Eso. 
Tump Srratr.—_JOHN J. DYER, Eso. 


Fourrn Sere 


—SAMUEL G. ONTHANK, Eso. 
Frert Serar—WILLIAM MITCHELL, Eso. 
Sixmm Serar.—BENJ, 1. DELAND, Eso. 
Ansoren—Lizor, WARREN FRENCH. 
Treasvrer—Lievr, J. G. ROBERTS. 
Currx—Cor, WILLIAM MITCHELL. 


COMMANDERS 


OF TIE 
Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company, 
AND 


PREACHERS OF THE ARTILLERY ELECTION SERMON, 
PROM 1688 TO 1855. 


Tue ASTERISK DENOTES THAT THR SERMON Was PrinteD. 


COMMANDER. PREACHER. 


163$—Capt. Robert Keayne, Boston. . . . 
Gen, Edward Gibbons, Boston. 
aj. Gen. Robert Sedgwick, Charlestown. . . . « 
|. Gen. Edward Gibbons, Boston... . . . . s 
1642—Lieut. Col. Israel Stoughton, Dorthester.. . . . 
1643—Col. George Cooke, Cambridge... 6.6 6 ee 
1644—Capt. Thomas Mawkins, Dorchester... 6 +. 6 + 
1645—Maj. Gen, Robert Sedgwick, Charlestown... 
1646— Gen, Edward Gibbons, Boston... 6 6 6 6 + 
‘apt. Robert Keayne, Boston, 2... ee ee 
. Gen. Robert Sedgwick, Charlestown. . 6. 


. John Wilson, Boston. 


pt. John Carnes, Boston. 6 oe ee ees 

aj. Gen, IIumphrey Atherton, Dorchester. . . . 

1651—Maj. Thomas Savage, Boston... . . . «+ + « + John Cotton, Boston, 

cu. Sir John Leverett, Boston, . - 6 + + + 

Thomas Clarke, Boston... 5 ee ee ee 

54—Maj. Gen. Edward Gibbons, Boston... . . . + + Thomas Thacher, Weymeuth. 
ancis Norton, Charlestown...» . . « + Peter Hobart, Hingham. 

mes Oliver, Boston. . . s+ + + + + + + Richard Mather, Dorchester. 
ward Hutchinson, Boston. . . . . . + + Henry Flint, Braintree. 

aj. Gen, Humphrey Atherton, Dorchester. . . » John Mayo, Boston. 
1659—Maj. Thomas Savage, Boston... « + «+ + + + + + John Norton, Boston. 

j. Gen. Daniel Dennison, Ipswich. . . . - » + "Samuel Whiting, Lynn. 
1661—Capt. William Hudson, Boston... . + + + + + Samuel Ward, Ipswich. 
1662—Capt. Thomas Lake, Boston. + + + + + + + Jokn Higginson, Salem. 
1663—Maj. Gen. Sir John Leverett, Boston. . . . . + + Thomas Shepard, Charlestown. 
1664—Capt. William Davis, Boston... . . «+ + + + + James Allen, Boston, 
1665—Maj. ‘Thomas Clarke, Boston. «+ + + + + + + + Increase Mather, Boston. 
1666—Capt. James Oliver, Boston... 6 +. + + + + + Edmund Browne, Sudbury. 
1667—Capt. Isaac Johnson, Roxbury. . «+ + + + + + + Samuel Danforth, Roxbury. 
1668—Maj. Thomas Savage, Boston... . + + + + + + + John Wilson, Medfield. 
1669—Capt. Peter Oliver, Boston... - «+ + + + + + + Samuel Torrey, Weymouth, 
1670—Maj. Gen. Sir John Leverett, Boston. . . - - + + John Oxenbridge, Boston, 
1671—Capt. John Tull, Boston...» «+ + ++ + + + + Thomas Thacher, Boston. 
1672—Capt. William Davis, Boston... » + «+ + + + + + *Uriah Oakes, Pres. Harvard College. 
1673—Capt. Thomas Clarke, Jr., Boston... ++ + + + + + Seaborn Cotton, Hampton. 
1674—Capt. Thomas Lake, Boston... ++ + + + + + + Joshua Moodey, Portsmouth. 
1675—Maj. Thomas Savage, Boston... - + + + + + + + Rev. Samuel Phillips, Rowley, 
1676—Col. Elisha Hutchinson, Boston... +++ +++ . *Samuel Willard, Boston, 
1677—Capt. Richard Woodde, Boston... + + + + + + + Josiah Flint, Dorchester. 
1678—Capt. John Hull, Boston... . 2. + + + + + + + “Samuel Nowel. 
1679—Lient. Gen. John Walley, Boston . . ++ + +» - Edward Bulkley, Concord. 
1680—Maj. Thomas Savage, Boston... : ++ + + + William Adams, Dedham. 
1681—Col. Penn Townsend, Boston... - ++ + + + + + John Richardson, Newbury. 


22 


COMMANDER. 


PREACHER. 


1682—Capt. Theophilus Frary, Boston. .......-- 


Samuel Whiting, Jr., Billerica. 


1683—Capt. Ephraim Savage, Boston... 2. ee John Hale, Beverly. 


1684—Col. Elisha Hutchinson, Boston... . . 
1685—Col. John Phillips, Charlestown. . . . 
1686 


1687 Mcetings suppressed by government, under Sir 


1683 Edmund Andross, 
1689 
1690—Col. Elisha Hutchinson, Boston... .. 2. 6 


1691—Col. Penn Townsend, Boston...» + 


1692—Mnj. Gen. Wait Winthrop, Boston. . . 
1693—Capt. John Wing, Boston... .. + + 
1694—Col. Samuel Shrimpton, Boston 
1695—Col. Nicholas Paige, Chelsea . . + + + 
1696—Capt. Bozoun Allen, Boston. . . + + 
1697—Col. Elisha Ifutchinson, Boston. 


169s—Col. Penn Townsend, Boston. . . - + + 
1699—Lieut. Gen, John Walley, Boston. + + + 
1700—Col. Samuel Checkley, Boston. . «+ + 
1701—Maj. Samuel Sewall, Boston... + + + 


702—Col. Sir Charles Tobby, Boston. 


1703—Col. John Ballentine, Boston...» + + 
1704—Col. Thomas Hutchinson, Boston. . . « 
1705—Col. Thomas Savage, Jr., Boston. . . - 
1706—Lieut. Col. Adam Winthrop, Boston, . 
1707—Lient. Gen. John Walley, Boston. . . . 
Fitch, Boston... . 2. 
1709—Col. Penn Townsend, Boston... +... 
1710—Col. John Ballentine, Boston... . . 
1711—Licut. Col. Mabijah Savage, Boston... 
1712—Col. William Tailor, Dorchester... . . 
Sir Charles Hobby, Boston... . 
—Col. Edward Winslow, Boston. . 6. . 
—Capt. Edward Martyn, Boston... . 
1716—Capt. Samuel Keeling, Boston... . . 


1708—Col. Thoma 


—Col. 


1717—Col. Edward Hutchinson, Boston 


1718—Col. Thomas Hutchinson, Boston... . . 
1719—Ilon. William Dummer, Lieut. Gov. . 
0—Col. Thomas Fitch, Boston... . . 
1721—Lieut. Col. Habijah Savage, Boston, . . 
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1722—Capt. Thomas Smith, Boston... . . 


1723—Col. Penn Townsend, Boston... . . 


1724—Col. Edward Iutchinson, Boston... . , 
1725—Col. Thomas Fitch, Boston... 2... , 


1726—Capt. John Greenough, Boston... . . 
1727—Lieut. Col. Habijah Savage, Boston. . . 
1728—Col. Samuel Thaster, Hing 
1729—Col. Edward Winslow, Boston... . 
1730—Col. Edward Hutchinson, Boston. . . . 
1731—Capt. Nathaniel Cunningham, Boston, 
1732—Col. William Downe, Boston. . 2... 
17338—Maj. Gen. William Brattle, Cambridge, 
1734—Major Semuel Sewall, 24, Boston... 
1735—Col. Jucob Wendell, Boston. . 2... 
1736—Col. John Chandler, Jr., Woreester.. , 


- Samuel Cheever, Marblehead. 
+ Joshua Moodey, Boston. 


No Sermon. 
 « 
« 
« « 
“« « 


- *Cotton Mather, Boston. 

+ John Bailey, Watertown. 

+ John Danforth, Dorchester. 

+ Moses Fiske, Braintree. 

« *Peter Thacher, Milton. 
Michael Wigglesworth, Malden. 

+ Nehemiah Walter, Roxbury. 

. *Joseph Belcher, Dedham, 

+ *Samuel Willard, Boston. 

+ *Benjamin Wadsworth, Boston. 

. *Ebenezer Pemberton, Boston. 

+ *Benjamin Coleman, Boston, 

+ *Grindall Rawson, Mendon. 

. *Henry Gibbs, Watertown, 

« Thomas Bridge, Boston. 

« Roland Cotton, Sandwich. 

+ Cotton Mather, Boston. 


. + *Samuel Danforth, Taunton. 


+ Ebenezer Pemberton, Boston, 
. “Increase Mather, Boston, 

+ Nehemiah Walter, Roxbury. 
+ Peter Thacher, Weymouth. 
Sampson Stoddard, Chelnsford. 
Joseph Sewall, Boston. 
Joseph Stevens, Charlestown. 
Joseph Baxter, Medfield. 
Thomas Blowers, Beverly. 
John Barnard, Marblehead. 
John Webb, Boston. 

Thomas Symmes, Bradford. 
Thomas Prince, Boston. 
William Cooper, Boston. 
Thomas Foxcroft, Boston. 
Ebenezer Thayer, Roxbury. 
Samuel Checkley, Boston. 
John Swift, Framingham. 
William Waldron, Boston. 

+ *Ebenezer Gay, Hingham. 

+ William Welstead, Boston. 

+ John Hancock, Lexington. 

+ James Allin, Brookline. 

+ *Oliver Peabody. Natick. 

. *Nathaniel Appleton, Cambridge. 
« *Charles Chauncey, Boston. 


+ « *Ifull Abbott, Charlestown. 


. *Peter Clarke, Salem, 


1737—Col. ftichard Saltonstall, Haverhill. . 6...) *William Williams, Weston. 
1788—Lient. Col. Daniel Henchman, Boston... . , 


1739—Capt. Caleb Lyman, Boston... . . 


+ *Benjamin Colman, D.D., Boston. 
+ *Samuel Mather, Boston. 


COMMANDER 


PREACHER. 


1740—Col. John Wendell, Boston... . 
1741—Capt. Joshua Cheever, Boston. . . . - 
1742—Capt. Samuel Watts, Chelsea... 
1743—Col. Joseph Dwight, Brookfield... . 
1744—Col. William Downe, Boston... . . « 
1745—Col. Jacob Wendell, Boston. . . . . + 
—Lieut. Col. Daniel Henchman, Boston. . 
—Col. John Phillips, Boston. . 2... + 


1748—Licut. Col. John Carnes, Boston. . . « « 


1749— 


‘apt. Ebenezer Storer, Boston... . 
pt. Hugh McDaniel, Boston. . . . « 
1—Capt. Jonathan Williams, Jr., Boston. 
—Col. Joseph Jackson, Boston... . - 

‘3—Cupt. Thomas Edwards, Bosto. . . . 
4—Capt. Ralph Hart, Boston. . . . . - 
5—Licut. Col. John Symmes, Boston... 
‘apt. John Welch, Boston... . 6. 


wee 
1 oot ot 
ee 


an Greenough, Boston... . 


1762—Capt. Onesiphorus 'Tileston, Boston. . 


1763—Col. Thomas Marshall, Boston. . . «+ 


1764—Capt. William Homes, Boston. . . . « 


1766—Col. Thomas Dawes, Jv., Boston... « 


1767—Col. Thomas Marshall, Boston. ..-. - 
+++ + + + MJonas Clark, Lexington. 


1763— 


—Maj. Gen. William Meath, Roxbury. . 
—Capt. Samuel Barrett, Boston. . . . + 
-—Capt. Martin Gay, Boston... 6. + + 
1773—Col. Thomas Dawes, Jr., Boston. . «+ 
1774—Maj. William Bell, Boston.» - + + + + 
—No Mecting...... 00020080? 


“ & 
“ “ 
‘ae 
i ste 
« “ 
“ cs 
“ “ 
“ “ 
“ “ 
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1786—Maj. William Bell, Boston. . . . 


Ui87—Maj. Gen. John Brooks, Medford... + 


1788—Maj. Gen. Benj. Lincoln, Hingham... + ++ 
1789—Maj. Gen. William Hull, Newton.» + 6 +++ 
1790—Capt. Robert Jenkins, 3d., Boston. «+ + + + - 
1791—Col. Josiah Waters, Jr., Boston. «+ + 


1792—Brig. Gen. John Winslow, Boston. - . - 


1793—Maj. Andrew Cunningham, Boston. - « - 


1794—Maj. Gen. John Brooks, Medford. . . - 
1795—Brig. Gen. Amasa Davis, Boston. . - - 
1796—Capt. Thomas Clark, Boston. . . . + + 
1797—Capt. Samuel Todd, Boston. : 


Capt. Thomas Savage, Boston. . . . . 
John Phillips, Boston, . 2... 


Taylor, Boston... . 6. 
61—Licut. Col. John Symmes, Boston... . 


. . . . .*Mather Byles, Boston. 
+. . + .*Samuel Phillips, Andover. 

. s+ + John Taylor, Milton. 

«+ s+ + William Hooper, Boston. 

. .*Joseph Parsons, Bradford. 

+ «+. Thomas Prentice, Charlestown, 
+ + « » «*Nathaniel Walter, Roxbury. 

« «+ + .*William Tobby, Reading. 

. .*Samuel Dunbar, Stoughton. 

. + Ellis Gray, Boston. 

+... + Andrew Ehot, Boston. 

. «+ + «*Samuel Cooper, Boston. 

. *Ebenezer Bridge, Chelmsford. 

+ +. + + Samuel Cooke, Cambridge. 

+ Samuel Porter, Sherburne. 

+ Thaddeus Maccarty, Worcester. 
. *Ebenezer Pemberton, Boston. 

. Samuel Checkley, Jr., Boston. 
+ + +. . Phos. Barnard, Salem, 

+. «+ .*Amos Adams, Roxbury. 
+... . Josiah Sherman, Woburn. 
+... .*dason Haven, Dedham, 

+ +++. Samuel Locke, Sherburne. 
«+. .*Phomas Balch, Dedham. 

+ + + + + Samuel Woodward, Weston. 


++ + + + + *Gad Miteheock, Pembroke. 


s+ + + John Brown, Hingham. 
- + + .*Daniel Shute, Hingham. 


+ ++ + + Phillips Payson, Chelsea. 


++ + «+ «*Samuel Stillman, Boston. 


+ *Eli Forbes, Brookfield. 
«+ .*Nathaniel Robbins, Milton. 
. . «Simeon Howard, Boston. 

. . « «John Lathrop, Boston 

No Sermon. 


ei 
«4 
«4 
“ « 
“ « 
« « 
“ « 
. “ “ 
w « 
« « 
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..  « John Clarke, Boston. 
. "David Osgood, Medford. 
*Thomas Barnard, Salem. 
. Jonathan Homer, Newton. 
. *Samuel Parker, D.D., Boston. 
.” . *Joseph Eckley, D.D., Boston. 
*Peter Thacher, D.D., Boston. 
. . .*Samuel West, D.D., Boston. 

. .*John T. Kirkland, D.D., Boston 
. . .*William Bentley, D.D., Salem. 

Henry Ware, Hingham, 


COMMANDER. 


PREACHER. 


79S—Brig. Gen. John Winslow, Boston. 
1799—Col. Robert Gardner, Boston. . . . 
1800—Capt. Jonas S. Bass, Boston. . 
1801—Maj. Benjamin Russell, Boston. . 
1802—Maj. James Phillips, Boston. « 
*1803—Capt. Lemuel Gardner, Boston. . . 
1804—Col. Daniel Messenger, Boston. 
1S05—Maj. George Blanchard, Boston. 
1s06—Capt. William Alexander, Boston. . 
1807—Capt. Edmund Bowman, Boston. . 


1810—Col. Daniel Messenger, Boston. . . 


1s811—Brig. Gen. Arnold Welles, Boston. . 
1812—Maj. Benjamin Russell, Boston... 2... 
1813—Col. Jonathan Whitney, Boston. 
1814 —Capt. William Howe, Boston. . . 
1815—Capt. John Roulstone, Boston. 
1816—Brig. Gen. Il. A. S$. Dearborn, Roxbury 
1817—Maj. Gen. Ebenezer Mattoon, Amhe 
1$18—Col. Benjamin Loring, Boston. 
1819—Maj. Thomas Dean, Boston. 

1820—Capt. George Welles, 
1521—Bri 
1822—Bri 


Boston. 


n IE. Sumner, Bo: 
. Gen. Theodore Lyman, Jr., Boston, 
Alex. Hamilton Gibbs, Roxbury 
—Col. Daniel I. Gibbens, Boston... 2... 
. Gen. John 'T. Winthrop, Boston. 
1826—Maj. Martin Brimmer, Boston... . 
Col. Thomas Hunting, Boston. . . . 
Col. Samuel Learned, Watertown... 2... 
1520 —Lieut. Col. Josiah Quiney, Jr., Boston. 
arker II. Bierce, Boston. 
um 13, Adams, Marbleh 
John $. 'fyler, Boston... 
ott, Boston... 


1838—Maj. Louis Dennis, Boston... 
1835—Col. Chas. A. Macomber, Be 
4840—Maj. Gen. Appleton Howe, Weymouth. . . 
1841—Col. Ebenezer W. Stone, It 
. Abraham Edwards, Cambridge. 


bury, 


—Brig, Gen. Caleb Ci 


aj. Francis Brink 


+ + *Paul Dean, Boston. 


+ + *Otis A. 


thaniel Thayer, Lancast 
- *William Emerson, Harvard. 
. David Kellogg, Framingham. 
. John $. Popkin, Boston. 
. *Abiel Abbott, Haverhill. 
. *Jedediah Morse, D.D., Charlestown. 
. ‘Joseph Tuckerman, Chelsea. 
. *Thaddeus M. Harris, D.D., Dorchester. 
. *James Kendall, Plymouth. 
. .*Phomas Baldwin, D.D., Boston. 
- *Leonard Woods, Newbury. 
. *John Foster, Brighton. 
- *Charles Lowell, Boston. 4 
. Horace Tolley, Boston. 
iphaict Porter, D-D., Roxbury. 
John Pierce, D.D., Brookline. 
- *Samuel Cary, B 
+ Francis Parkman, Boston, 


on. 


- ‘Daniel C. Saunders, D.D., Medfield. 
-*Henry Colman, Hingham, { 


- *Thomas Gray, Roxbury. k 
. “John Codman, D.D., Dor 
Edward Everett, Prof. 1 


« John G. Palfrey, Boston. 

+ “John $. J. Gardiner, D.D., Boston. 
mes Walker, Charle: 

- *Nathani 
rancis W. PB. Greenwood, Boston. 
+ John Brazer, Salem. 

john Pierpont, Toston. 

- “Bernard Whitman, Walthwn. } 


James Thompson, $a 

*Frederick I. Hedge, W. Cambridge. 
*John G. Palfrey, Prof. Harv. C 
*Chandler Robbins, Boston. 
*Artemas B. Muzzey, Cambridge. 
*Samuel K. Lothrop, Boston. 


inner, Boston. 

+ *Daniel Sharp, D.D., Boston. 
+ + *Calvin Ilitchcock, Randolph. 
+ + *d.8. C. Abbott, Nantucket. 


+ + .*Henry Miles, Lowell. 


+ + *George Putnam, D.D., Roxbury. 


am P. Lunt, Quiney 
+ + *Thomas Pp. 


+ *Thoinas Starr Ki 
+. *William A. 
. . “Hubbard ¥ 


Boston. 


aunbridge. 


inslow, Boston. | 
eorge W. Bur 
rge DW 


», Baltimore. 
Brookline. 


dle: 
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